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Mr. Nergrty, from the Committee on Labor and Public Welfare, 
submitted the following 


SUPPLEMENTAL MINORITY VIEWS 


[On the nomination of Albert C. B 


The members of the minority of the Senate Committee on Labor 
and Public Welfare unanimously recommend that the Senate refuse 
to consent to the appointment of Albert Cummins Beeson to bi 
member of the National Labor Relations Board 

We base this recommendation on the record of testimony. Mir 
Beeson deceived and misled the Senate upon material points. He 
withheld information of importance and revealed facts with reluctance 


and only when confronted with contradictions in his own testimony. 


of Mr. Beeson’s own 
company to establish certain facts which could easily have been volun- 
teered by the nominee himself. 

Mr. Beeson’s testimony adduced after the writing of the 
minority views impels us to annul the first senten 
views, which is as follows: 


) 
a 


t It was still necessary to call the president 


. original 
ce on page 7 Oo; such 


The members of the minority wish to 


emphasize that ; ( ot question 
Mr. Beeson’s candor, honesty, or int 


eri ity 

Mr. Beeson falsely ane the « committee that he 
from the Food Machinery & Chemical Corp 

Mr. Beeson falsely told the committee that he had 
his pension rights. 

Mr. Beeson falsely told the committee that he had not made 
statements appearing in the San Jose Mereur 


had resigned 


o1VE n up 


Ost 


Mr. Beeson falsely told the committee that he had resigned from the 
Food Machinery & Chemical Corp. 
Assertions 
January 20: Mr. Beeson stated that he had completely severed his 
relationship with the Food Machinery & Chemical Corp. (p. 4). 
42119 
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January 22: He stated that he had “resigned as director of indus- 
trial relations” (p. 24). (February 2, the majority report stated: 
“Mr. Beeson resigned his position as industrial relations director.”’) 

Mr. Beeson reaffirmed the statement that he had resigned as direc- 
tor of industrial relations (p. 90), and again stated that he had severed 
completely his connections with the corporation (pp. 94, 101). 

February 2: Mr. Beeson further stated that he had tendered an 
oral resignation to the board of directors (p. 102). 

Facts 

February 5: Paul Davies, president of Food Machinery & Chemical 
Corp., testified that Mr. Beeson had not orally resigned from his 
company (p. 191). 

He further testified that Mr. Beeson was on a leave of absence, and 
that the company regarded this under its pension plan to be a tem- 
porary absence which would not be considered termination of active 
service (pp. 180, 183). He further testified that a leave of absence 
status gave him “‘a right to a preferred consideration” (p. 179). 

February 5: At the close of the hearing, Mr. Beeson stated his 
willingness to submit his resignation “if that will make the Demo- 
cratic side happier and more content in their minds” and if he were 
to be confirmed (p. 202). Mr. Beeson has subsequently written out 
such a resignation, to become effective upon confirmation. 


2. Mr. Beeson falsely told the committee that he had given up his pension 
rights 
4 Lsse rtions 

January 22: Mr. Beeson testified that he had resigned from the 
Food Machinery & Chemical Corp. and stated: “I have lost my 
pension rights in making this severance”’ (p. 25). 

February 2: Mr. Beeson “reaffirmed”’ his statement of January 22 
and read two paragraphs from the record of that January 22 statement. 
Without indicating the omission, or informing the committee of his 
action, Mr. Beeson omitted the sentence in the middle of the paragraph 
wherein he stated he had lost his pension rights (p. 90). 

Facts 

February 2: Subsequently examination of Mr. Beeson elicited the 
admission that he had not lost his pension rights (pp. 103, 163, 165). 

February 5: Mr. Paul Davies, president of Food Machinery & 
Chemical Corp., testified that Mr. Beeson’s pension rights would be 
retained for him until the end of his leave of absence which coincided 
with his term of appointment to the NLRB (pp. 179,180). 


3. Mr. Beeson falsely told the committee that he had not made statements 
appearing in the San Jose Mercury 
Assertions 

January 22: Senator Lehman read to Mr. Beeson a news article in 
the San Jose Mercury which quoted Mr. Beeson as saying: ‘The 
nomination by President Eisenhower is for a l-year term. I expect 
at this time that I shall return to my duties with Food Machinery 
upon completion of this period if it is granted me through Senate 
approval.”” Senator Lehman then discussed the quotation thoroughly. 
Mr. Beeson testified: “I did not say that * * * I didnot make that 
statement, sir’’ (pp. 25, 26). 
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Facts 
January 27: Kenneth Conn, editor of the San Jose Mercury, wired 
Senator Murray that: “Mr. Beeson did make that statement to one 
of our reporters * * *. Repeat San Jose Mercury did not misquote 
Mr. Beeson” (p. 76). 
February 2: Mr. Beeson stated that “If he says I said that, prob- 
ably I did * * *. I apparently did say that” (pp. 100, 117 
Assert L0Ons 
February 2: With respect to the San Jose Mercury quoting him on 
January 5 as saying that Mr. Nixon was supporting his nomination, 
Mr. Beeson testified: ‘“T hadn’t said that * * *. Wedon’t know yet 
who said it or who got it in the paper’ (p. 114 
Fact 
February 5: In response to an inquiry asking whether Mr. Beeson 
had made the statement appearing in the San Jose Mercury on Janu- 
ary 5, the editor, Mr. Conn, replied: ‘The San Jose Mercury did not 
misquote Mr. Beeson. Mr. Beeson made that statement to one of 
our reporters, Norman Bowman.” 


CONCLUSION 


Thus, on atl least three vital issues bearing upon his fitness, Mr. 
Beeson withheld from the committee that full, frank, and voluntary 
presentation to which we were entitled without extended interrogation. 

There can be no question here of confusion due to a misunderstand- 
ing over the meaning of words. The questions which were put to Mr 
Beeson did not involve legal hairsplitting or extensive knowledge of 
statutes and precedents; th ey were q iestions of { t 

Mr. Beeson’s belated attempt to correct his own record does not 
wipe out the misleading and deceptive character of his original testi- 


mony. A candidate for high public office—judicial in nature—should 
not be permitted to ‘“‘bargain’”’ with the Senate over the extent to 
which he will comply with the dictates of law and custom 


There can be no argument with the fact that Mr. Beeson’s deceptive 
and misleading testimony was not marked by t 
that should characterize a nominee for high public offiec 
} ity ff +} 
ul 


ry. 1 1 4 . at 
Che record contains other questions affecting the fitness of 


1e candor and honesty 
! 


| 
b] 
1e nom- 
inee but the facts pre sented herein are alone sufficient to e mpel us to 
recommend that the Senate refuse confirmation of this nomination. 
JAMES E. Murray, 

ASTER Hitt, 
fartHEW M. NEELY, 
Paut H. Dovetas, 
Hersert H. LexMan, 
JoHN F. KENNEDY, 

United States Senators. 


\ 


’ 








DETAILED DOCUMENTATION OF TESTIMONY 
(All page references are to printed hearings 
THe Recorp 


Mr. Beeson testified before the committee on four different occasions, 
His first appearances occurred on January 20 and 22. On January 26 
the nomination was reported to the Senate, but Mr. Beeson, at his 
own request, Was given another opportunity to testify on February 2. 
Again, on February 5, he was permitted to make the announcement 
that he would resign if and when he were confirmed. The testimony 
taken on that occasion speaks for itself on the question of whether 
or not the Senate should confirm this nomination. 


SEVERANCE OF RELATIONS 


T stimeny of Jan uary 20,195 | 

Senator Murray. And you have completely severed your relationship with the 
Food Machinery & Chemical Corp.? 

Mr. Berson. Yes, sir (p. 4). 


t 


Testimony of January 22, 1954 


Senator Leuman. First, vou stated on Wednesday, before this committee, that 
you have completely severed your relationship with the Food Machinery & 
Chemical Corp. Would you care to tell us how completely the severance is of 
your connection with the Food Machinery & Chemical Corp.? 

Mr. Brrson. I resigned as director of industrial relations. * * * I have lost 

Ly pension rights in making this severance (pp. 24, 25 
T stin 0) y ot Fy hrua? y DQ 1954 

Senator Ives. You have severed completely your connection with the corpora- 
tion: have you not? 

Mr. Bergson. Yes, sir (p. 94 


t 
Note the majority report, recommending Mr. Beeson’s confirmation 


(Ex. Rept. No. 3, p. 2): 


Mr. Beeson resigned his position as industrial relations director with the Food 
Machinery & Chemical Corp., of San Jose, Calif., on January 16, 1954, in order to 
accept the appointment made by the President. 


T stimon Vy of kebruary 2 

Mr. Beeson’s prepared statement reemphasized and reaffirmed the 
assertion he had made under date of January 22 that he had resigned 
as director of industrial relations (p. 90 

The facts divulged by later testimony are that (1) Mr. Beeson 
had not resigned, and (2) he was on a leave of absence granted him by 
his company to terminate upon the completion of his term as a mem- 
ber of the NLRB, i. e., December 31, 1954. (See company’s press 
release, p. 88.) 

The following excerpts from the record contradict Mr. Beeson’s 
statements: 


a 
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Te stimony of Fe bruary b 

Senator Hitu. Mr. Beeson has a leave, so your release said, until next December 
s that right? 

Mr. Davies. That is right, sir (pp. 179-180). 

Senator LenmMan. Mr. Davies, may I ask you whether Mr. Beeson has orally 
resigned from your company? 

Mr. Davirs. No, sir; he has not (p. 191 

Mr. Davies. The present stat sir, is that I have granted Mr. Beeson a leay 
of absence. If Mr. Beeson s hould « de to submit a written resignation to the 
company, then he would bitomatieally forfeit the $4,424 and he would auto- 
matically forfeit any obligation on » part of the company to rehire him (p. 202). 





PENSION RIGHTS AND REEMPLOYMENT STATUS 
Testimony of January 22 
Mr. Breson. I have lost my pension rights in making this severance (p. 
Te stimony of Fr bruary 2 


tion, Mr. Beeson now significantly omits the statement that he made 
on January 22: 


In reaffirming his statement of January 22 concerning his resigna- 


I have lost my pension rights in making this severance (p. 90 

Senator Ives. * * * Then you presumably when you get through with your 
service you will be eligible for reinstatement in the corporation: is that correct? 

Mr. Brrson. Mr. Davies said in the telegram, * * * if 1 wanted to come 
back, maybe there would be an opportunity, but that there w bligatior 
and no agreement written, or oral, or plied that I ec come back or have 





I made any agreement to go back. I am a free age 

Senator Ives. You have severed completely your connection with the corpora- 
tion, have you not? 

Mr. BEEsoN. Yes, sir. 

Senator Ives. * * * But I was just curious to know whether your status is 
the same as other members of your corporation who have gone into Government 
service, whether the y regard it, gene rally speaki r as leave of abser 





Mr. Berson. It is perhaps a difference of terms. As I tried to explain, the 
term “‘leave of absence”’ is used to comply with the leg wnguage in our equitable 
pension plan. It says a man on leave of absence, if he returns within 6 months, 
will have not lost the company’s contribution (pp. 938-94 


Senator Hill also interrogated Mr. Beeson, as follows: 


Senator Hi. Well, now, Mr. Beesor you are familiar with the release 
the company got out when you left there, are you not? It is dated January 
1954. 

Mr. Berson. Actually I am not sure I saw it. 

Senator Hixxy. It said Mr. Beeson was leaving, and your place would be filled 
by Mr. Philbrook, and Mr. Philbrook’s place would be filled by Mr. 8. A. Pond 

You are familiar with that release, are you not, sir’ 

Mr. Besson. Sir, I haven’t seen that, frankly, but I have heard you say it 
and I know it must be so. I just don’t deny it 

Senator Hitu. Well, the release states that Mr. Philbrook is currently in charge 
of the industrial relations activities of chemical division in New York City 





His new assignment is effective February 1 and will continue until Decem- 
ber 1954, coinciding with Mr. Beeson’s leave of absence from the corporation 


to fill an unexpired term on the NLRB. 


The very use of those terms “leave of absence’ would seem to confirm that you 
did expect to go back; would it not? 

Mr. Berson. Not necessarily what I expected, sir. It might certainly leave the 
company in a position that they hadn’t promised Mr. Philbrook a permanent 
position, and they have said in the telegram, so there is no argument about rye at ; 
that they said that they would possibly give me an opportunity if I wanted t 
but I have no obligation to do so. 

* * * * * * a” 


Senator Hii. You spoke about your retirement; did you not? 
Mr. Brzson. Salaried pension plan. 
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Senator Hirt. And you said that you knew they would go on for at least 
6 months: did you not 

Mr. Bresson. Yes, sir 

Senator Hitt. You were not so sure about the other 6 months 

Mr. Bresson. That is right. 

Senator Hintn. Do vou not suppose that that is one significance of the use of 
these terms, or this term “leave of absence’’? 

Mr. Berson. I suggested that it was, sir. 

Senator Hiiv. Surely the words “leave of absence’ have a well defined a1 
accepted meaning, do they not, today? 

Mr. Beeson, it mes 
absent from your job for a period of time. Is that not what it means? 


9 








ns that vou have leave which is consent or permission to be 


Mr. Bresson. I guess it could be construed that way. 
Senator Hint It does not mean severance of all connection with the job as 
though vou had resigned effective such and such a date; or an employee had beet 


harged from the job What it means is vou simply have permission, or leave 


to be absent from vour job for a certain period of time. 


Mr. Brrson. Sir, I won’t argue the point. I have made the statement that I 





have resigned and severed my relationship, and the president of the company 
firmed that If vou wish to not agree with me as to the meaning, I can’t 
lo thing about it 

Senator Hint. Did you tender a written resignation? 

Mr. BrEso No 


ator Hitt. You did not tender a written resignation? 
Mir. Bi sO No, sir; but I did an oral resignation, to the board of directors. 
Senator Hitu. They are holding for vou the benefits which you have built up 








at tl time 1c \ What was then iced as a leave of absence? 
Mr. Bret Y 1t verv consequential but vou are entitl 
{ ‘ al | ad f ait a ear to hee me elic ible unde r 
4 received the company’s contribution whic! 
t fied hborhood of between $15 and $120 a month 
smvow been put into a fund At the end of 6 vears 
\ cal money, but at the end of the period when | 
red n connection, money does not continue to go into the fund Tl 
( ul pu no pent into it at this tim 
Senator Hin. If you had peremptorily resigned without anv leave-of-absen 
n¢ \ ld u have gotten back the money that you paid in yours? 
\ I Yi vit! rest 
Senator H With interest You would have gotten that, and if you ha 
ned effective such and su a date, preemptoril\ ou would have gottet 
uur mone hack h interest? 
\I Berson, \Y or if I id b discharged 
» itor H ) I De 1 ¢ urged you would ve otter vO 
‘ back? 
Mr. Beeson. That is part of tl lreasury regulatio1 
Senator Hriu. But being on what vour company announced was a leave of 
‘ ce, your fund stays ther uur share stays in the pension fund? 
Mr. Beeson. Unless I ask for it I have the right on leave of absence, that is 
tl teel al meat f that I have the right to leave it there 


’s money, if I leave, unless I have been in servi 
a percentage of the total 








sx back, vou keep all that the company has paid in 
and in vhat you built up in the future? 
Hitt. By going back you benefit certainly to the extent of getting 
tl is that the company has already paid into the pension fund for you? 
ESON. Which was past compensation, which I had earned up to that 
1; 
date 


Senator H1ru1 nd if you do not go back, and if you should not go back, then 
you lose those funds which the company has paid in for you; is that right? 
Mr. Berson. That is true (pp 101, 102, 103 


Senator Kennedy then questioned Mr. Beeson as follows: 


Senator KENNEpY. If you go into a leave of absence and within 6 months you 


i} ti 


return to the company, in t time you are away vour money and the company’s 





nator LEHMAN. Mr. Davies, may I ash 1 whether Mr. Beeson has orally resigned from yout 





7 


NOMINATION OF ALBERT C. BEESON 


money gets 2-percent interest. I mean the company’s contribution during the 
years you have been with the company gets 2-percent intere 

Mr. Berson. The fund might be making more. It might be 3 percent. 

Senator KENNEDY. What happens after 6 months? Say you are away 8 
months. 

Mr. Bresson. If you are away 8 months, it is my understanding if vou do not 
return after 6 months you lose the company’s contribution unless the leave is 
renewed. 

Senator KENNEDY. If you resign from the company, and do not return to the 
company, and you are away for more than 6 months, and your pension is less 
than 10 years, is it not a fact that you lose all the company’s contribution? 

Mr. Bresson. Yes, sir (pp. 163-164 





Te stimony of Fe bruary 5 

When Mr. Paul L. Davies, the president of the company, was the 
witness Senator Hill asked the following questions concerning Mr. 
Beeson’s pension and reemployment rights: 


Senator Hruu. In the release that vou issued at the time Mr. Beeson accent 
the appointment on the Board, vou stated that Mr. Beesor a n leave of 
absence 

Mr. Davres. That is right, sir 

Senator Hiti. That would certainly indicate, would it not, that he was going 


to return to your company 
Mr. Davirs. No, sir: not necessarily We have had a consistent policy over 

the vears of granting people that go into Government \ 

In all cases they have not returned to the company, even though they have been 


granted leave of absence 





Senator Hitu. That gives them a right to return: do not 
Mr. DAVII It vives them a rl »a referred Ltior ] 
not give them the guaranty that the j vhich they left will be la 
they return. 
Senator Hiiu. It holds for them their rights in the pension plan: does it 1 


Mr. Davies. That is right, sir 
Senator Hit! In other words, whatever benefits they mav have in the pension 


plan at the time they leave, such benefits as sums of money which your company 
has paid into the plan, when they go on leave of absence they hold those rights? 
Mr. Davies. Yes, sir; provided they ret within the time for which the leave 
of absence is granted 
Senator Hiity. Mr. Beeson has a leave, so your releas id t Decem- 


ber; is that right? 
Mr. Davies. That is right, 


Senator Hit. So under this lea, e would retain his rights t ur pensio 
plan. 
Mr. Davies. He would retain his rights provided he returned to tl ympany 


(pp. 179-180 
CONFLICTING TESTIMONY RE NEWSPAPER QUOTATIONS 


Te stimony of Ja n uary 2 g 





Senator Leuman. * * * First, you stated on esd before this e t 
tee, that you have completely sé ver vour r vit} e Food Machiner 
& Chemical Corp. Would you care to tell complete everanet 
of vour connection with the Food Machinery 1 Cory 

Mr. Berson. I resigned as director of ind I e no agre 
ment of any kind, oral or written, requiring my return 1e end of this assign- 
ment. I have no compensation of any kind going on, or intended to go on * 

Senator LEHMAN. The reason I asked that question, Mr. Beeson, is that it 
has been brought to my attention that on January 7 you were quoted in the San 
Jose Mercury 48 saving 

“The nomination by President Eisenhower is for a l-year term I expect 
at this time that I shall return to my duties with Food Machinery upon 
; Sg 


completion of this period if it is granted me through Senate approval. 
Now, that would indicate at least, unless there is some kind of an explanation, 
that vou were still of the determination that you would continue your duties with 





this company. It seems to me that the fact that you have said, “I am going to 
go back to industry,” and the fact that you have no assurance, as you testified, 
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that this compa 1y will mploy you except pos ibly a moral assurance 


would constitute pretty much or somewhat a ‘onflict of interest * 

Here while you publicly disassociate yourself with this company and sever your 
connection and employment with this company, nonetheless vou expect to go 
back to it and want to go back to it. You have every reason to believe that you 
will go back to it 

Mr. Brrson. In the first place, I would like to correct something, sir. The 





reporter who is quoted as having sent that, Wes Pevton, is in this city I did not 
sav that He apologized Wednesday morning to me for having so interpreted it, 
I got back from San Jose that night from being here in Washington, having seen 
Mr. Eisenhower. I was almost sick to read that quote. I made no quote. I 
had no appointment, and it was not up to me to say such a thing * * * 

* * * | never gave a quotation to the press, and I have not yet There is one 
exception to that: I answered some questions to the Washington Star reporter 
who called me out in California, but nothing of that kind 1 did not make that 
statement, s pp. 24, 25, 26 Emphasis supplied. ] 


Inserts in the record of Fe bruary Y 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 27, 1954—Wire 
Epiror, San Jose Mrrevury 
San Jo Calif.: 


‘dition San Jose Mercury quotes Albert C. Beeson as saying with 


January 7 


t at es 
reference to his nomination to NLRB: “The nomination by President Fisen- 
hower is for a l-vear term. I expect at this time that I shall return to my duties 
with Food Machinery upon completion of this period if it is granted to me through 
Senate approval.”’ 
Mr. Beeson has stated that he did not sav that I would appreciate vour 
comments and comments of reporter Wes Peyton by wire Government collect 


as to, 1, Did San Jose Mercury misquote Mr. Beeson? If so, 2, Did Mr. Beeson 
make any statement which would convey the same or similar impression as that 
quoted 

JAMES E, Murray. 


JANUARY 27, 1954—Wire. 
Senator JAMes E. Murray 
Albert C. Beeson’s statement was in January 8 edition of San Jose Mercury. 
Mr. Beeson did make that statement to one of our reporters. He did not make it 
to Wes Peyton as he testified Wes Peyton did not apologize to Mr. Beeson. 
Repeat, San Jose Mercury did not misquote Mr. Beeson We are setting this 
straight for the record in Thursday morning’s Mercury. Will airmail you 
clippings 
KENNETH CONN, 
Edito . oan J ose Ver ‘ry. 
P. 76 
Testimon y of Fe bruary 2 
Mr. Berson. * * * IT appreciate this opportunity to appear before the com- 
mittee to correct a statement in the record which has resulted in an unwarranted 
challenge to my personal integrity. 


| | 
On Friday, January 22, 1954, Senator Lehman asked me the following question 
(see p. 25 of the record). To that question I replied: ‘““* * * I did not make that 


statement, sir. 

At that time the only article which I had seen or of which I was aware had 
appeared in the evening edition of the same paper of January 6, 1954. That 
article quoted me, to my great embarrassment, as expecting a Presidential 
appointment and claiming the support of Vice President Nixon. I had made no 
such statement .*, 

On the afternoon of January 7, 1954, Mr. Willis called me from the White 
House to tell me that the announcement of my appointment had been released. 
Shortly thereafter I did talk with another reporter and it was at that time that I 
apparently made the statement to which Senator Lehman referred. That article— 
which by the way I have not yet seen—did not appear, however, until January 8, 
and Senator Lehman’s reference to January 7 led me to believe that it was the 
previous article which he had in mind. 

I did, therefore, make the statement to which Senator Lehman referred in his 
question * * *, 

Senator Hitt. Now, Mr. Beeson, you said as I understood your testimony, 
that the * * * statement in the San Jose Mercury that Senator Lehman asked 
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you about; at the time he asked you about it, you stated you did not make the 
statement. 

As I understand, you say now that you did make the statement and the state- 
ment is correct. 

Mr. Berson. I talked to a reporter, sir, who apparently quoted me on a 
subsequent day, and not the day that I was asked about, and I have yet to see 
that article, and we were out of town when that appeared, and I haven’t seen it. 

But I apologize for forgetting that I had talked to that reporter, and the 
reporter that I thought I was referring to was another incident. 

But I apparently did make a statement that I hoped or expected some day to 
come back to San Jose, but I have no plans and no agreement to do so. 

Senator H1ti. You did not say anything about plans; you stated the nomina- 
tion by President Eisenhower is for a “‘l-year term. I expect at this time that 
I should return to my duties with the Food Machinery upon completion of this 
period if it is granted me through Senate approval.” 

So at that time you did expect to return to the company, but you do not now 
so expect; is that right? 

Mr. Berson. In the first place, Senator, this was not a written statement, and 
this was an exchange of expression with a reporter who didn’t understand the 


term of the law, and I had gotten out the act to read it to him And if he says 
I said that, probably I did, in the meaning that I would like some day, perhaps, 
to come back, everything else being equal Sut I repeat I have no agreement to 


return (p, 100). 

Senator NEEty. * * * You uneonditionally told the committee that Wes 
Peyton apologized to you for the statement. Mr. Conn says he did nothing of 
the kind. Was your statement true or false? 

Mr. Berson. I explained to you, sir, that I was confused on the statements 

Senator NrELy. * * * [I simply insist on an answer to the simple question 
whether vou told the truth when you said that Wes Peyton apologized to you 
for hay ing made or reported vour statement 

Mr. Berson. Mr. Peyton explained to me the first article which was the cause 
of the confusion, and he did not apologiz in that sense I have corrected the 
record, and I said that [ was mistaken in what I said (p. 106 

Senator Nreety. Editor Conn, in his telegram, says that you did make that 
statement. I again urge you to tell the committee whether you did or did not 
make that statement 

Mr. Breson. I have said, sir, that I apparently mar 











Senator NEEty. Is it necessary to put in the ‘apparently’? Do you entertain 
even a shadow of a doubt that 1 made it? 

Mr. Berson. All I kt is that I talked to the reporter, and it is not the date 
that Senator Lehman referred I am not sayi tha hat is wrong 

Senator NEELY. I am not interested in tl dati Did you ever make that 
statement? 

Mr. Berson. I believe I did, and I ha aid so (pp. 106-107 

Senator CooPrER want to read l tatement it Senator Lehman 
quoted * 

Did you ever make tha ‘ ? 

Mr. Berson. Did I ever make tatement that y ist quoted, sir? 

Senator Coorpr. Yes 

Mr. Berson. As I have tified, I apparently made it have never seen it 
in the press except when Senator Lehman quoted it talked with a reporter 
and it was not West Payton, on the date of January 7, and apparently was 
printed on January 8. I doubt if I said it t that way, | e I don’t think 
that the ‘‘completion of a period’”’ es ry muc!) nse, but nevertheless that 
is the spirit of it I ap ’ 117 

Senator Douatas. In the artiel e San Jose pape! Thursday, January 
28, a photostatic copy f which I ror I ther a paragraph, as ToOllows: 

“On the afternoon of January 7 hile Beeson was i office here, just follow- 
ing his notification t} P 1 Kisenhov had nominated m to the post 
he was asked for a direct quotation regarding the nomination 

Then appears this statement by the reporter: “He carefully dictated the follow- 
ing statement’’; and then there is a paragraph, which is the one quoted by Senator 
Lehman which appeared in the issue of the 8th. It is the one which has been 
repeated many times. 

I am not trving to be contentious, because there are different shades of mean- 


ing, but the San Jose reporter says that you carefully dictated the statement, 
that you expected at that time to return to your duties with the Food Machinery 
& Chemical Corp. That is, it was not merely a misinterpretation of you by the 
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Sar ! e! The reporter, Mr. Bowman here says it was a caref Vv dic- 
uted Did vou dictate that statement? p. 119 
Mr. | on. I spoke to him, sir, and I did not hand him anything in writing, 
ind I did not see what he wrote, and if he says I carefully dictated it, as against 
\ I said, I don’t know how to answer that I talked with him (p. 119 
Senator KeENNeEpyY. In Senator Lehman’s questions he read the quotation to 
which we have been referring I do not see how it is possible for you to under- 
th { hat. he was referring t ) Mr Nixon, becau e he read the quotation to which 
he was referring in the question. * * * 
Mir. Nixon’s name never came into Senator Lehman’s statement I do not 
id and—perhaps you can clarify it—how you could assume that the story 
t Senator Lehman was referring to involved Mr. Nixon and did not involve 
Machinery (p. 127) 
M ». Merely that the date given was before any 
ther than the quotation to which I had so 
tre I assumed is was part of it * (p. 128 
‘ You wer not referri to th quotation hat = itor Leh- 
man rea 
Mir. Berson. [ thought [ was 
. + »¥ Bu \Ir Nixon's name was not ioned 1} it 
> ‘ V0 Sil ‘ i 
Senator KENNEDY. So there was a misunderstanding on vour part of Senator 
r. BEES | have tried to suggest that it was a misunderstanding of the date 
‘ ota Y > 2s 
, IK EN Y TI ba questio of morte fundar tal 
Lice whether he made the statement about expecting to retu and that 
‘ s 5 
W ' R “| f W " bureau Rid P 11ca 
stand by the original report of our reporter tha Mr. Beeson said he was going 
Sean J ti € ir 143 
PHE NIXON QUOTATION 
( j > hea y 
N iB ( ' t that time (January 22 ! he only article which [| 
( I asa re ha iD } \ lition of e same 
j 6, 1954 Tha i jue : ) } i n- 
P ul ay t ! claiming t! upport of 
i ) 8) | Do ment ce | 
I \ oO i yuld r » co from t White 
Wha , art ) 
, ) hat f ar the Cit nd hen I went ick to 
ut | an appoint- 
| ’ 
I i 1 Ou } i al ruse I ’ t 
| ‘ \ j t i ri t tl { id 
} impt rm ry ) ae 
{ 
I \\ f ry? 
i vd n ip - yr tation 
} | 1 tha | 9 yorted f ’ 
I wi | i \ LO I ect | or 
yt) t } t , j 
‘ d about it », 1234 
Straight wire. 
FEBRUARY 4, 1954 
rH Conn. 
i J Os Vi j ‘ ua ( ( f 
our iT late Tuesday, Jan lary 5, gq ioted Mr. Albert Beeson as follows: 
! ( ouncement would be presumptious on my part. However, 
Pr ( Nixon has indicated to me he would ipport this nomination, and : 
S estion that my name be put in nomination was made by Guy Farmer ; 
rman of the present four-man National Labor Relations Board.” Your paper | 


ee 
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put the statement in quotes and attributed the words to Mr. Beeson. On his 
reappearance before our committee Mr. Beeson said, ‘That article quoted me, to 
my great embarrassment, as expecting a Presidential appointment and claiming 
the support of Vice President Nixon. I had made no such statement.” * * * 
Will you please wire me whether or not Mr. Beeson did make the statement quoted 
above and if so to whom, where, when. 


JAMES E. MurRAY. 
(FP. 223:) 


Los ANGELES—12:30 P.M. 
Senator Murray: 

Your telegram forwarded here. The San Jose Mercury did not misquote Mr. 
Beeson. Mr. Beeson made that statement to one of our reporters, Norman 
Bowman. Substantially same story by Stephen K, Galpin in the Pacific Coast 
edition, Wall Street Journal, January 4 

KENNETH Conn, Editor. 
(P 999 \ 


THE ATTEMPT TO BARGAIN WITH THE SENATE 


February 5 hearing 

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Lehman, there seems to be a lot of misunderstanding 
about what we mean by ‘“resignations,’’ “leaves of absence,’’ and so on. Will 
you be satisfied on this point if Mr. Beeson definitely wrote out any form of 
resignation that you could devise which would sever him from this company and 
any interest he has in it, to take effect on the date that he takes office as a member 
of the National Labor Relations Board in the event of his appointment? Would 
that meet your point? 

Senator LEHMAN. I am afraid I did not hear the chairman. 

The Cuarrman. What I am asking is, Would you care to indicate the form of 
resignation that would satisfy you that Mr. Beeson has resigned? You say the 
leave of absence is not satisfactorv. If you will do that, I will ask Mr. Beeson 
and I have already—if the Democrats here will prepare a form of resignation 
which will completely and entirely sever his relationship with his company as of 
the date he takes office on the National Labor Relations Board, would that meet 
your objection? (p. 197). 

* K * K + i 

The CHarrMaANn. * * * Mr. Beeson, in the light of this discussion of the 
uncertainty about what words mean, are you willing to send your resignation, 
without any if’s, but’s, and and’s, to this company to take effect in the event 
you are confirmed as a member of the National Labor Relations Board and take 
office? 

Mr. Bresson. Yes, sir. In the light of the time of the Government that is 
being wasted, and the work that is to be done, I submit that we are quibbling 
while Rome burns, and I am perfectly willing to make my sacrifice. I would 
like to add that I think it is setting a very unfortunate precedent for business- 
men who have perhaps much larger pensions at stake, but my wife and I are 
glad to make the sacrifice. If that will make the Democratic side happier and 
more content in their minds, I am glad to do that (p. 202). 





